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REMARKS 

Clare. 4 is pencil na in mis application. Claim 4 nas been 
aiiieme a tc mere particularly point out v:hat applicants regard 
as the invention. Sirccr: fir this amen ame n t can b e found i n 
tne specification at, inter alia, page IC, lines 15-17. 
Aiirdicar.ts submit that, this amendment raises no issue of new 
matter. Thus, claim 4 is now pending and under examination. 

In view of tne arguments set forth below, applicants maintain 
that the Examiner's rejections made in the May 7, 20C3 Office 
Action have been overcome, and respectfully request that the 
Examiner reconsider and withdraw same. 

Rejection Under 35 U.S.C. §112, First Paragraph 

The Examiner rejected claim 4 under 35 U.S.C. §112, first 
paragraph, as allegedly containing subject matter wnioh was 
not d e s o r i b e ci in the specification in such a way as to 
reasonably convey to one skilled in the art tnat tne 
in venter?, at the time the appiioatio r: was filed, n a d 
possession of the claimed invention. 

In particular, tne Examiner alleged that tne specification 
lacks written suptort for an ant ibo d y w t n i c h c omp et itively 
inhibits the binding of the B505 antibody to hLHb core 
f raament . 
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Applicaros understand the Examiner's rejection to ice based on 
a comtdr.ati.cn or three factors: (1; the aliecea lack cf a 
specific disclosure o 1 an antibody v; h i c h c err. p e t i t i v e 1 y 
inhibits the binding of the E505 antibody; (2- applicants' 
reliance on what one of skill in the art performing the 
immunoassays disclosed in the specification would necessarily 
arrive at; and \ 3 ;■ the breadth of the claim., which allegedly 
encompasses additional antibodies outside tne disclosure of 
the competitive immunoassays of the specification. 
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compete with E505 for binding to the same. Applicants point 
cut tnat antibodies are routinely identified and defined based 
solely on their affinity and specificity for a particular 
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distinguish a given class o f 
antibodies. .Applicants maintain that the antibody of claim 4 
will necessarily have an affinity and specificity for hLHPcf 
that is at least comparable to that cf B30S. Applicants 
ma i n t a i n t: hat the E x a miner has n o t a e m o n s t r a t e d o t h e r w 1 s e nor 
i na i ca t ed wha t mo re would oe requ i r e d to describe the cla ime i 
ant icody . 
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thereof, applicants note tnat claim - oxciuoes ant i - i o i o t yp i c 
antibodies. Applicants maintain that claim 4 , as amended, 
encomoasses only antibodies supported by the disclosure of the 
instant specification, namely antibodies which bcth bind tc 
tne hLHp c:are fraqment and competitively inhibit the binding 
o f t ne B 5 0 5 a ntibca v thereto . 



In summary, applicants maintain tnat tne 
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Summary 

I '/ i e w of t h e r e m a r k s m a c e n e r e i n , applicants rnamtai n t n a t 
tne claim pending in this application is in condition for 
allowance. Accordingly, allowance is respectfully requested. 

If a telephone interview woulc be of assistance in advancing 
prosecution of the subject application, applicants' 
undersigned attorneys invite the Examiner to telephone them at 
the number provided below. 

No fee is deemed necessary in connection witn the filing of 
this Amendment. However, if any fee is required, authorization 
is hereby given to charge the amount of such fee to Deposit 
Account: No. 3 3-3123. 
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